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This rule further permits the party, who files motion to dissolve 
a temporary injunction, to go outside the district in which the action 
is pending to obtain prompt hearing on such motion under the same con
ditions in which the party making application for a temporary injunc
tion is entitled to present such application to a judge outside of the 
district in which the action is pending or is to be brought as provided 
by Rule 4 heteof : In view of the abolition of the distinction between 
the "court" and a "judge", to harmonize with the provisions of the 
other proposed rule drafts, it is, of course, obvious that this rule 
permits a motion to dissolve, vacate or modify temporary injunction to 
actually come before and be submitted to a judge other than the judge 
granting the temporary injunction, where the injunction is granted by 
a judge of the court in which the action is pending or is to be brought. 
Similarly if the injunction has been granted under the of 
Rule 4 by a court outside of the district in which the action is pend
ing or is tope brought, and prompt . disposition of the motion cannot be 
obtained in the district where the action is pending, then upon showing 
the party filing the motion is permitted to have the same submitted to 
the court in the district where the injunction was granted, and in such 
event it may be submitted either to the judge who granted the injunction, 
or to any other judge in that same district. 

RULE 11. VIOLATION AS CONTEMPT. 

The violation of the provisions of any temporary or permanent 

injunction shall constitute a contempt and be punished accordingly. 

Comment: This language supplants the procedure contained in Sec
tions 12535, 12536, 12537, 12538 and 12539 of the Code dealing with 
violations of injunctions) which procedure is in conflict with the pro
cedure and punishment for contempt set out in Chapter 536 of the Code, 
commencing in Section 12545, et seq., which conflict arose before the 
Supreme Court in the case of Carey v. District Court, 226 Iowa 717, 
285 N. W. 236. 
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